Page 1 of 1 8 45 56 PM, 10/31/03 4154369993

OCetober 31, 2003

Cominisaloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digihtal televisian As a

consumer and chtizen, | feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad far innevation, consumer righta, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abliity to Innavate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tel technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers lika me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionaltty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investmant in DTV-capable recevers
and other equipment | will ot pay more for devicas that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Davild Caldwell

1709 Springdale Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203
USA




Edward Stockert
1900 Naval Ave
#315
Bremerton, WA
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovauon 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadecast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating n the field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digjtal, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consurners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Edward Stockert




Philip Chumento
Matenweg 8105
7522 LG Enschede
Nederland

Commussioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Comrssion

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American conswurers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role It 1s not the FCC's place to effecuvely choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
imnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demadulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assummed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programirning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digatal television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promiote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Aside from these reasons, I find it shocking that the FCC should wish to "reserve" certain functions that
computer software can perform, and prevent other parties than commercial companies ffom writing softwate
that performs these functions.

Sincerely,

Philip Chimento




victor grinberg
104 lake shore rd #1
brighton, ma 02135
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopung the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and “tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Thetr contributions and constant
mnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techmques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able 1o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons | urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

victor grinberg
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October 27, 2003

Commisnionetr Michael I Coppe
Federal Comtmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

{ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadoast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a polioy wonld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate edoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mammfacturery’ ability to irnovate for theie customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consamers like me ectualty want, and it could rewult in me being
charged more money for inferior funotionality

If the FCC issuee a broadcast flag mandats, [ would actually be lasw likely to make an investment in DTV-capahle receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that Himit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Andrew Lansford
634 E Norman Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006
USA




Logan Teel
221 Wilson
Liberal, Ks 67901
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurnications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programiners and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
miodulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from mnovating in field of digital
comnmunications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less, Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less tnclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Logan Teel




Chris Bralek
2247 Eastgate Commons Drive
Akron, OH 44312
Commuissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". | am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcas: flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demedulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techniques used by television

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers woutd be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition tc making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,

Chris Bralek




Jonathan Deliz
252Q Arlington Blwd
Ada, OK 74820
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag". 1 am writing to join themn As a user of open-—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlay
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” whe work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
tnnovation ts what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implermentations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility 1n the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inchined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadeast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag

Sincerely,

Jonathan Deliz




Jonathan Deliz
2520 Arlington Blvd
Ada, OK 74820
Commnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 121th Sureet, NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadecast flag”. 1 am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopung the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operaung systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
wnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of V5B and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Amernicans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
ahle to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore. the broadeast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malang 1t illegal to
warch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons 1 urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

sincerely.

Jonathan Dehiz




Mark Stillwell
3570 Moody Ave
Orange Park, FL 32065
Corurussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work 1o improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The breoadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
cormmuucations techruques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became chgital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest 1n the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you w0
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Mark Stillwell




Joel Dare
3307 w. 4725 s.
Roy, UT 84067
Conrmissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adopuon of a
"broadcast flag" I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I any unable to receive digital television broadceasts on my computer,

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s cutside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use 1n order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer progranumers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—scurce implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do moere with
television programuming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ate
able 10 watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Theretore, the broadeast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open-—source software. It is for these reasons I urge yvou o
propwte the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Joel Dare




Joel Dare
3307 w. 4725 s.
Roy, UT 84067
Commissioner Michael I. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
‘Washuingion, D C. 20554

Dear Commnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is cutside 11s
proper role. It 15 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computter operating systenms
that conswmers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will hamm innovation. Many users of open—source software aie
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
miodulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadeast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t 1llegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you
promote the digrtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Joel Dare




Michael Harrison
8350 Dix Ellis Trail
Jacksonville, FL 32256

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Comrmumications Commission

445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Compusstoner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadecast flag will make the FOC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operaung systems
that consummers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Adchitionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contbutions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadceast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
comnunications techriques used by television.

Most Americans assumex that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ate
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digijtal television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital relevision on a computer using open—source software. 1t is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Michael Hamison




Arlo Clauser
27 Wallingford Ave Apt d6
Wallingford, PA 19036
Commnussioner Michael I. Copps
Federal Comnwinications Commission
445 [2th Street. NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast relevision viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, T urge the Federal
Commurucations Commussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FC(
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currentty enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high schoo! football game to family and friends

Furthermore. if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciung, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equiprnem? A pretuer
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and compiter
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
wransition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Arlo Clauser




Scott David Church
8316 Cloverglen Lane
Fort Worth, Texas 76123

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commiissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would censider a regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digtal
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—{for example, it will restnict my
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of’
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of7 I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built 1o open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ail my current consumer electronics and computer
equupment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Sincerely.

Scott David Church




Kelly Gras
1412 Darlington Dr.
Deby, NY 14047
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurnucations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael T, Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digtal
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadeast television—for example, it will restrict my
abulity to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room arxl place—to—place

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
ciscover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettiel
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transihion by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Kelly Gras




Dennis Spathis
1604 Folwell Dr SW
Rochester, MIN 55902
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". | am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constamt
mnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulaters, preventing open—source programmers from mnovating in field of digital
comumunications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal 10
watch digiwl television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broacdcast flag.

Sincerely,

Derrus Spattus




Ingo X Dean
10 Browrung Ct
Phillipsburg, NJ 08865
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Cormmissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". | am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlay,
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1t
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use 1n order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addmionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techmques used by television.

Most Americans assurmned that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers aie
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Theretore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Ingo K Dean




Hovember 3, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
145 12th Strest. NW

Washington., D C 20664

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technalogy for digital television As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must bs rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment w11l enable the studiocs to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DIV-capable receivers and other sgquipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Sean Ylinen

6323 Dri1il]l Faield Ct
Centreville, VA 20121
USA
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November 3, 2003

Commussioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communicatons Commussion
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, censumer
nights, and the ultinate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equspment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what censumers like me actually want, and 1t could cesult 1n me bewng charged more money for infenot
functonahty.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actuslly be less hikely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that lumit my nights at the behest of Hollywoed.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tachnology for digital television. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Barrett Frazier
5104 E 127th Ave
Tampa, FL 33617
C8A




Rick Moore
PO Box 823
Manchester, NH 03105
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean T am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC standd for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role It 15 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use 1 order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of cugital
communications techniques used by television,

Most Americans assumed that when television became digjtal, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumexs are
abte 1o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view cigital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digjtal television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you 1o
promiote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Rick Moore




Jon Lochner
512 Pond Path
Setauket, NY 11733
Comrussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comrmunications Commission
445 | 2th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Conwmnussioner Michael T Copps:

Thousands of American consurmers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag". [ am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FOC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
imnnovaton is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
conumunications techniques used by television.

Muost Amernicans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility 1n the ways consumers ate
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digjtal television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jon Lochner




Robert Bowen
811 E. Puna Lane
Chattaroy WA. 99003
Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
“broadeast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean T am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television. With todays technology Television programing comes to me
via windows media player and real TV. The implemerntation of the broadcast flag will make this a thung of the
past. Qur country is supposed to be predicated to freedom. If by protecting the freedom of one, you impai: the
freedom of a thousand, this is unjustifyed and speaks to what is wrong in America. Namely lobbying for big
interest groups at the cost of the little guy who cannot afford to lobby for hie/her rights.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television 1n addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Robert Bowen




Sheliey Anderson
1000 Fifth Ave
Yuma, Arizona 85364

Commussioner Michaet J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators. preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television becarne digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

—— I do not know what a broadcast flag is, I do know all of the above words and acronyms. Open source 1%
critical to our National Security. I believe that the amateur service has historically contributed greatly 1o
acdivances 1n technology. 1 view the contributors in the open source movement with similar awe.

I am active in neither.

Shelley Anderson N7TWVE

Sincerely.

Shelley Anderson




Ryan Senior
3621 34th Street Apt3
Moline, IL 61265
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comnwnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washingion, D.C. 20554

Dear Commniissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed theur opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopuing the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their compurers.

Additionally . adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source softwaie are
compurter programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mneovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely 1o slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Ryan Senior




